Anglo-Saxon prognostics: a study of the genre with a text edition by Chardonnens, L.S.
AN G L O -S AXO N  P RO G N O S T I C S
A S tu d y  o f t h e  G e n r e  w it h  a  T e x t  E d it io n
PROE F S CHRIF T
ter v erkrijging v an
d e graad  v an D o c to r aan d e U niv ersiteit L eid en,
o p  gez ag v an d e Rec to r M agnific u s  D r. D .D . B reim er,
ho o gleraar in d e fac u lteit d er W isku nd e en
N atu u rw etensc hap p en en d ie d er G eneesku nd e,
v o lgens b eslu it v an het Co llege v o o r Pro m o ties
te v erd ed igen o p  d o nd erd ag 2 2  ju ni 2 0 0 6
klo kke 1 4 .1 5  u u r
d o o r
L Á S ZL Ó  S Á N D OR CHA RD ON N E N S
geb o ren te Ro z enb u rg
in 1 9 7 3
Promotiec ommis s ie:
promotores: Prof. dr. R.H. Bremmer
Prof. dr. B. Westerweel
referent: Prof. dr. E.M. Treharne, University  of Leicester
overige leden: Prof. dr. W. van Anrooij
Prof. dr. C.H.J .M. K neepkens, Rijksuniversiteit Groningen
Dr. C. Dekker, Rijksuniversiteit Groningen
Cover design: Femke Prinsen
Copy right ©  2006 Lá szló  Sá ndor Chardonnens. All rights reserved.
God hine awerge þ e þ is awende oþ þ e gewanie
CONTENTS
PREFACE. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ix
STU D Y . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1
1 Introduction
1.1 Introduction. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 3
1.2 Definition.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 4
1.3 The Nature of Prognostics. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 7
1.4.1 History of the Subject.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 11
1.4.2 State of Affairs. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 16
1.5 Plan for this Book.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 17
2 Handlist of Ang lo-Saxon Manuscripts Containing  Prog nostics
2.1 Introduction. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 19
2.2.1 Corpus. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 21
2.2.2 Supplement. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 54
3 Typolog ical Guide to the Ang lo-Saxon Prog nostics
3.1 Introduction. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 59
3.2.1 Typology. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 60
1 Alphabet prognostic. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 60
2 Apuleian Sphere. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 65
3 Birth prognostics. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 75
4 Bloodletting, temporal, day of the week. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 86
5 Brontologies. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 87
6 Dog Days. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 99
7 Dreambook.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 107
8 Egyptian Days.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 112
9 Lunaries. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 142
10 Month prognosis. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 159
11 Moon, colour. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 160
12 Regimen. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 161
13 Sorte s sa n c toru m . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 163
14 Sunshine prognostic. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 167
15 Unlucky Days. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 168
16 Wind prognostic.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 168
17 Y ear prognosis.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 169
3.2.2 Sequences. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 171
3.3 Synthesis.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 174
4 A Study of the Manuscript Context
4.1 Introduction. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 175
4.2.1 Calendars. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 175
4.2.2 Computi.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 177
4.2.2.1 Accretion of Prognostics in the Computus.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 178
vi
4.2.2.2 Types of Computi. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 180
4.2.2.3 Four Computi Containing Old English Prognostics. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 183
4.2.3 Medical Sections and Manuscripts.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 186
4.2.3.1 Anglo-Saxon vs Continental Medical Manuscripts. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 189
4.2.4 Prognostics as Filler Texts. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 190
4.2.5 Prognostic Sections. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 192
4.2.5.1 Hatton 115.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 193
4.2.5.2 CCCC 391.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 194
4.2.5.3 Tiberius A.iii, fols 2-173. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 195
4.2.5.4 Titus D.xxvi, xxvii. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 197
4.3 Conclusion. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 199
5 Observ ations on Language, Date, and Place of origin
5.1 Introduction. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 201
5.2.1 Language. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 201
5.2.1.1 Language and Context. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 202
5.2.1.2 Language Dependence. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 203
5.2.2 Place of Origin and Date. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 205
5.2.2.1 Place of Origin. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 205
5.2.2.2 Date. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 210
5.2.3 Late Anglo-Saxon Prognostics and the Benedictine Reform. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 218
5.3 Conclusion. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 221
6 Superstition and Prognostication
6.1 Introduction. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 223
6.2.1 Prognostics and Authority. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 223
6.2.2.1 An Anatomy of Superstition.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 227
6.2.2.2 An Old English V ocabulary of Observation and Divination. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 231
6.2.3 References to Prognostication in Anglo-Saxon Sources. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 236
6.2.4 Prognostication: Folklore or ‘Mö nchsaberglaube’?.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 245
6.2.4.1 The Pastoral Hypothesis.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 247
6.3 Conclusion. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 252
7 Intended Use of the Anglo-Saxon Prognostics
7.1 Introduction. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 253
7.2.1 Signs of Use. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 253
7.2.2 Function and Context. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 255
7.2.2.1 The Medical Context. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 255
7.2.2.2 The Arithmetical Side: Calendars and Computi. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 259
7.2.2.3 The Utilitarian Approach: Prognostics as Filler Material. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 260
7.2.2.4 Concerns with the Future: Prognostic Sections. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 261
7.2.3 Textual Shape and Context. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 263
7.3 Conclusion. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 266
Conclusion. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 267
vii
TEXT EDITION.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 273
Editorial Procedure. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 275
Edition
1 Alphabet prognostic. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 278
2 Apuleian Sphere. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 280
3.1.1 Birth, temporal, development of the foetus. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 296
3.1.2 Birth, temporal, three miraculous days. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 298
3.1.3 Birth, temporal, day of the week. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 300
3.2 Birth, non-temporal, behaviour of the mother. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 303
4 Bloodletting, temporal, day of the week.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 304
5.1.1.1 Brontology, temporal, canonical hours (night office) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 305
5.1.1.2 Brontology, temporal, canonical hours (day office) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 305
5.1.2 Brontology, temporal, (non-canonical)  hours. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 305
5.1.3 Brontology, temporal, day of the week.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 308
5.1.4 Brontology, temporal, month of the year.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 309
5.2 Brontology, non-temporal, compass direction. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 310
6 Dog Days. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 311
7 Dreambook. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 320
8.1 Egyptian Days, three days per year. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 352
8.2 Egyptian Days, twelve days per year. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 356
8.3 Egyptian Days, twenty-four days per year. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 357
9.1 Lunary, collective. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 384
9.2.1 Lunary, specific, agenda. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 403
9.2.2 Lunary, specific, birth. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 405
9.2.3 Lunary, specific, bloodletting.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 412
9.2.4 Lunary, specific, dreams.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 418
9.2.5 Lunary, specific, illness.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 428
10 Month prognosis. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 433
11 Moon, colour. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 433
12 Regimen. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 434
13 Sortes sanctorum. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 436
14 Sunshine prognostic.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 439
15 Unlucky days. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 440
16 Wind prognostic. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 442
17 Year prognosis. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 443
APPENDICES. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 449
Appendix 1: Reference List. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 451
Appendix 2: Concordance to Anglo-Saxon Prognostics. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 456
Appendix 3: V alues, Dates, Composition. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 459
viii
Bibliography
Abbreviations. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 467
Printed Primary and Secondary Sources. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 469
Index of Manuscripts. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 485
Index of Prognostics. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 488
General Index.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 491
Samenvatting. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 493
Curriculum vitae. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 497
Bob Dylan, ‘Subterranean Homesick Blues’.*
C. S. Lewis, The Screwtap e L etters, ch. 27.1
PREFACE
You d on’t need  a weather man to
know which way the wind  b lows.*
Originally, this thesis was to be a text edition of the Old English prognostics and an introduction to
these texts that foretell the future. It soon became apparent that a study of prognostics from Anglo-
Saxon England was impossible without also considering the Latin textual evidence, because the Old
English texts are without exception translations from the Latin and represent only a small fraction of
the texts available to the Anglo-Saxons. To ignore the contribution of the Latin prognostics would limit
the validity of my findings. More research was necessary than planned. The envisaged introduction
evolved into an exhaustive study of the place of prognostics within a cultural, contextual and historical
framework. Since there is no such thing as an index of medieval prognostics, the 110 Latin prognostics
which I have used as comparative material for the sixty-one Old English texts took some time to collect.
My natural inclination to collect material in lists and tables and my desire to know everything there
is to know about a topic have not been particularly helpful.
Prognostics might seem to be an exciting topic to investigate, but it is no more exciting than any
other text corpus. It is a fact, however, that foreknowledge of the future is a subject that will usually
generate a good response at conferences and parties. The practical value of prognostics seems immense.
Friends of mine tend to keep the lunar phase or weekday on which their child is born a secret, fearful
of having bred a criminal or even a child that will turn out to be literate. Several times I calculated my
chances to stay alive after falling ill; I usually survived. Whatever the future holds, it may not be worth
knowing until it happens, that is, if you can fall back on 171 texts with which to predict the future.
The value of prognostics in real life is something which can be determined only on an individual
basis. Those who are mindful of the dangers of the mimetic fallacy will be inclined to limit the
usefulness of prognostics, claiming that the world as portrayed by prognostics is irreconcilable with the
world in which they live. Unfortunately, the doors of perception filter reality in much the same way as
texts do, which would imply that even if reality itself is not an illusion, our perception of reality is. The
validity of the mimetic fallacy itself, therefore, cannot even be established. A more sensible approach
is that of Screwtape, who is reported by C. S. Lewis to have written:
Only the learned read old books and we have now so dealt with the learned that they are of all men the least
likely to acquire wisdom by doing so. We have done this by inculcating The Historical Point of View. The
Historical Point of View, put briefly, means that when a learned man is presented with any statement in
an ancient author, the one question he never asks is whether it is true. He asks who influenced the ancient
writer, and how far the statement is consistent with what he said in other books, and what phase in the
writer’s development, or in the general history of thought, it illustrates, and how it affected later writers, and
how often it has been misunderstood, (specially by the learned man’s own colleagues) and what the general
course of criticism on it has been for the last ten years, and what is the ‘present state of the question’. To
regard the ancient writer as a possible source of knowledge –  to anticipate that what he said could possibly
modify your thoughts or you behaviour –  this would be rejected as unutterably simple-minded.1
xIt is eerie that so simple a truth can be so systematically ignored in philological studies. Like the learned
in the above passage, I have been concerned with prognostics in the light of influences, phases, histories
of thought, misunderstandings, evaluations, and so on, whereas I could have tried to discover the
practical worth of prognostics. In this thesis I will not therefore divulge whether prognostics are of value
in foretelling the future. Suffice it to say that when I once asked when presenting a paper whether there
were any women in the audience who claimed to have been born on 31 December, 1 or 2 January,
there were actually some ‘mid swa micclum gedwylde befangene’ (‘possessed with such great error’, as
Ælfric would say) that they responded in the affirmative. Anybody with a knowledge of birth
prognostics will realise that this is impossible. Prognostics probably should be positioned somewhere
between the illusion of the mimetic fallacy and the radical stance of the historical point of view.
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